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It seemes inconceivable that individual states can
block the .peration of nuclear powver plants duely
authorized to operate by refusing to prepare %e
evacuation plans,

I hope that NRC will modify its regulation to

change this cituation.

rspecially in the Northeast of the US it is important
to have power plants which do not polute the air and
cause acid rain, Nuclear pover just does that, 1t is
also an econonic waste to leave pover plants ready
to operate idle,

§incerely

Werner ¥, Ahrens

8706088231 870601
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LILLIAN C. MARCOUX .

380 East Avenue P.O. Box 778
LEWISTON, MAINE 04240

May 23, 1987 87 A -1 P6 08

Secretary

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Att: Docketing and Service Branch
Room 1121

1717 H Street, NW

Washington, D. C. 20555

To the Secretary,

You have my support for the proposed rule change
to 10CFR50 Licensing of Nuclear Power Plants with the
revision of NUREG 0654 to avoid any misunderstanding
by those who may have been misinformed and are obstruct-
ing progress. I understand that the proposed change

encourages cooperation and discourages non-support.
The reduced usage of foreign oil and fossil fuel
is in our best national interest. My deepest concern is

that we must have adequate electricity for the future

by using the safe nuclear power now available.

Lillian C. Marcoux

(207) 782-2153
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U.35. Nuclear Regulatory comm,
Washington, JC, 20555
attn: Docketing and Service Branch

Gentlemen:

This letter is in support of the:rule modification
proposed which would allow Seabrook and other nuclear
generating plants to begin operation. ;

I am an electrical engineer, My knowledge of nuclear
matters is substantial.

- I hold a number of patents in nuclear medicine

- I took part in Joint Task Force 8, Operation Dowminic
of 1962,

As a former resident of Conncecticut, I experienced the
reliability of power and low cost of nuclear generation.

I believe that many cf those opposing nuclear power do
so out of frustration at not being able to control the
growth of nuclear weagons., Weapons are a clear and
present danger to us all, Juclear power is a minor risk
ccmpared to the alternatives.,

I urge you to allow these plants to open.

I own no stock in ceabrook and have nothing to gain but
independance from foreign oil and the saving of coal

- s

miner's liyes by the ogening of this plant,
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The United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20565

Attn: Docketing & Service Branch
Gentlemen:

As a resident of a community in which there is an operating nuclear
power plant (Boston Edison's Pilgrim Station), I wish to inform you of
my opposition to what I am convinced is inappropriate state government
meddling in the licencing and operation of nuclear power plants.

I believe I am as fully informed about the promise and dangers of the
nuclear power industry as most concerned citizens, and have my worries
about the management and operation problems at the Pilgrim Station. I
believe, however, that the ultimate licencing and regulatory authority
should rest with the NRC alone. You should remove the ill-conceived

and inappropriately used "Required Evacuation Plan Cooperation" loophole
which is being misused by the governments of Massachusetts and New York
to roadblock the licencing of Seabrook, New Hampshire and Shoreham,

New York Nuclear Power Plants.

It is perfectly obvious to me the small numbers of vocal but irresponsible
and irrational members of the lunatic fringe of the otherwise sane
environmental movement will exploit this tactic, with opportunistic
political supporters, and work to shut down the entire industry. This
probability, I believe, compells you to recind the power you granted to
the states under the assumption they would act respomsibly. They have
not, and now you must.

Sincerely yours,

. Willwerth

Acknowledged by M. e 2
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Attn: Docketing and Service Branch g

Dear Sir or Madam:

After the 1973 Arab 0il Embargo Americans were in a state
of panic. I can still remember the long lines for gasoline.

Power companies, realizing their duty to supply electricity S
to a growing America, decided that the only assured source of
future energy was nuclear generation. A proven technology was
available and, at the time, costs of power would be less than
the cost of imported fuels of the period.

Now, electric utilities with nuclear facilities are behind™
the eight ball. Who could have predicted the fall in conventional
fuel prices? Who could have predicted the fall-out from Three
Mile Island?

The "0il Crisis" is still with us, irrespective of political
decisions to raise the speed limit. Many Americans do not remember
the early 1970's and simply do not realize that energy costs
are going to increase.

In view of these factors, the very emotional arguments
against the opening of nuclear facilities should be disregarded.
In the long run it is imperitive that the country have the power
available from nuclear facilities; long run power that will
appear economic at some future time.

Thus I urge you to grant Seabrook an operating license,
and disregard the political attempts on the part of the Governor
of Massachusetts to stop this event. The question of adequate

power is too important to be blocked by such emotional and
political tactics.

Sincerely,

Mol 2 Wk

Harold A. Meeks

3 Park Ave.
Essex Junction, VT 05452

ACKIOWIRdged ¥ S0, o
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To “hom It l'ay Concern:

I understand the lIRC is soliciting public comment on the proposed ruﬁ%g. g
change which would eliminate the current requirement for state and local

government participationg in the emergency planning process. I think this

proposed rule change needs to be instituted, given the irresponsible

attitudes being taken by the l'ew York and lassachusetts state governments

concerning emergency planning for the Shoreham and Seabrook nuclear power g
plants, respectively.

“he intent of having state governments approve evacuation plans is a good

one, provided the state govermments act in a logical manner. Such has not

been the case as far as Shoreham and Seabrook are concerned, The obstructionist
actions of the Cuomo and Dukakis administrations have not been in the best
interests of their constituents or of the nation as a whole., Their actions

have followed the 'NDBY' syndrome, Yot In 1’y Backyard, exhibited by near-
sighted politicians interested in their own political well-being rather than

the need of this nation for energy self-sufficiency. Their irresponsible
behavior necessitates a change like what has been proposed.

The safety of American nuclear power plants has been established through

the accumulated years of their operation, combined with the safety features
included in power plant design. This country must not let parochial self-
interest stand in the way of our legitimate energy needs. The proposed rule
change should be approved. : -

Yours truly,

# I
,'L-_‘-"

Paul A, Sicard

100 ‘eChesney Avenue, #I=-3

Troy, liew York 12180
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May 26, 1987 :

The U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington D, C. 20555

ATTN: Docketing & Service Branch
Gent}emen:

After reading editorials in the New York Times
and The Walls Street Journal, we feel complelled to
-write to you to let you know that we support the mod-
ification of the regulations and allow nuclear plants
to be licensed once a reasonable emergency plan has been
drawn up.

Please put a stop to the fiasco which allows
local authorities to veto a plant which has gone .through
years and years of planning and building giving the local
authorities ample time to block -- long before it's com-
pletion.

Now is the time to get Seabrook operating!

Yours truly,

ROBERT E, HILL

BERYL P, HILL




: DOCKET NUMBER PRS0
PROPOSED RULE (52 FR 6980) 4759 )
. EMERGENCY PLANNING

Mr. Samuel Chilk

Secretaryv 87 JN -1 P6:22
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20855 oF
Attn: Docketing and Service Branch 00
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Gentlemen:

I would like to comment on the proposed new rule that would
allow full power operation of a nuclear plant which has gone
through the complete NRC licensing process has an acceptable
evacuation plan, but can be delaved due to state or local
communities refusal to cooperate in evacuation drills.

Nuclear power is an important part of our national energy
policy. The NRC was established to ensure that the process
of designing, construction, testing, licensing and operation
meets industry standards and regulations. The NRC has the
technical capability to assure that utilities abide by these
requirements to assure that the public’'s health and safety is
adequately protected. State and local governments do not
have the technical staff to ascertain if all processes
required to successfully design, construct, license and
operate a plant have been adhered to. Many of the state and
local contentions are based on purely emotional /political
issues and have little or no technical impact or
ramifications to nuclear power operation. The present
licensing process permits state and local governments to veto
the whole licensing effort by not cooperating with emergency
evacuation drills. This veto action could jeopardize all
future nuclear power plants and could be a detriment to our
national energy policy and our national security.

I recommend that the proposed new rule be adopted.
Very truly vours,
24 f&n
/{zu.(/ -
Faul E. Brown

87 Long Hill Road
groton, MA 01450

e
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Dear Sir =
I wish to indicate that I am in favor of the t&f; change tor emergency
planning. Should trade be regulated by the states? Should each state
provide for its defense? Ofcourse not. Our own historv shows what can
happen when local interest prevail in these matters. Then why should

nuclear power be subject to the pendelum of local interest. Our National

interest requires a strong central policy in many areas including Nuclear

Power.
cc:Rep Silvio Conte Sinc ;g Z
Sen E Kenedy Rﬁzzond A Jd€oin

HC87 Box 42
Rowe,Ma 01367

Acknowledged b card. e
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May 23, 1987

The U.S. Nuclear Regulartory Commission
Washington D.C. 20555

ATTN: Docketing & Service Branch:

I believe that we need every source of energy available
including nuclear power, to ensure a reliable energy supply
for New England.

Nuclear power should be regulated by the Federal Government,
States such as New York and Massachusetts, that refuse to co-

cperate in emergency evacuation plans should not be able to
block their start-up.

I support The Nuclear Regulartory Commission proposed
modification of it's rules,

Sincerely,
/,’/»;f%a,éi(( ’ﬂ U jihud A
Donald F. Welch Sr.

JH D. Welch

41 Esker Rd.
Hampton N.H. 03842
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The U, S, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, -
Washington, D.Ce. 20555

Atts Docketing & Service Branch

Dear 3Sirs:

As a resident of New Hampshire, and a concerned citizen af

the USA, I am writing to urge that your proposal to modify

your regulations so as to permit the operation of the Seabrook plant
be put into effect as soon as possible,

It is, in my view, ludicrous to continue to depend upon oil=-
powered generation, a fuel supply which is acknowledgegd by

all to be uncertain, and which adds considerably to our balance
of payments crisis, when a alternative is ready at hand., It is
perhaps not too much to say that the sailors of the USS Stark
were killed in consequence of our dependence upon foreign oil
supplies, When I consider that the "activists", or however it
is they describe themselves, are, in effect, trying to
perpetuate this dependence, I must admit to becoming somewhat
annoyed, ¢

The fact that a few-score pandering politicians who are unable

to look further ahead that the next election are attempting to
“score some points" with what is obviously a contrived issue

should not be permitted to endanger future supplies of electricity.

To take an even longer view, I believe that the use of oil as

a boiler-fuel is, in any case, an act of criminal wastes This

is a natural resource which is being depleted world-wide at an
alarming rate, whereas we should be making every effort to
conserve supplies for future generations who will certainly
require lubricants, motor and aircraft fuels, plastics, synthetic
rubber, etc,, etc., as much as we do today. To assume that we
will forever be discovering new supvlies of crude to meet these
future needs is the act of a fool,

I most earnestly request that you take whatever steps are
required to get Seabrook on line without further needless delay,

Thank you for your attention,
Al
A ; "

ACKNOWIeAZed Y 2™, e
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4 Applecrest Road
Andover, Mass. 01810
~, May 25, 1987

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission -
Washington, D.C. 20666 << =44
ATTN: Docketing & Service Branch

Gentlemen:

I support the change in the N§C regulations which would enable
the Seabrook Plant to be made operational.

Although I live relatively close to Seabrook, I feel that it can .
be safely brought on line and I resent the efforts being made by officilals
of my state to prevent Se-brook from opening as a nuclear plant. I should
point out that these off: _ials have avolded ihe democratic- process
by unilaterally deciding the issue themselves without getting inputs
from the citizens of the state. I suspect that properly informed, a
majority of the people in Massachusetts would favor opening Seabrook.

I do not work for the nuclear power industry. This opinion is my own.
I believe that opening Seabrook is in our best interests both from a
safety and economic point of view.

Very truly y:urs,

«
(’ """“(((2- /}(ﬂ\/\o-m
Donald E. Johnson

Acknow'edged by card, ,
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May 21, 1987 Branch

10 CFR Part 50
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Dear Secretary: <

yurs
This is to register my support for the proposed NRC rile
change that would allow utilities to submit their own
emergency response plans in situations in which state or
local governments refuse to participate in emergency response
planning.

-,

Sincerely,

7
" R s
Po a2y, /354’79»\
David Scanzoni

25 Lakeshore Drive
North Attleboro, MA

(o8 owtadtgnn a;a'mw
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GEORGE ALLEN
123 VAN RIFER LANE
WONDCL IFF LAKE NEW JERSEY 07475

SECRETARY
U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DLC 208555
ATT: DOCEETING AND SERVICING EBRANCH

24-May-R7
GENTLEMEN:
THIS LETTER IS WRITTEN TD EXPRESS MY THOLGHTS FOR THE UFCOMING
RULE CHANGE THAT IF AFPFROVED, WOULD ALLOW THE LICENSING OF NUCLEAR
FOWER FLANTS WHERE STATE DR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS DECLINE TO COOFERATE
IN OFFSITE EMERGENCY PLANNING. NOTHING COULD BE MORE URGENT. FAILURE
TO DO SO FLACES INCREDIEBLE AND ILLOGICAL FOWER IN THE HANDS OF
A GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL WHO IS OPPOSED TO THE OFERATION OF A NUCLEAR
FOWER FLANT. TAKE THE CASE OF SEABROOK STATION-PUBLIC SERVICE OF
NEW HAMFSHIRE-WHERE GOVERNOR DUKAKIS HAS REFUSED TO SUBMIT AN EMERGENCY
FLAN FOR THE SIX TOWNS IN MASSACHUSETTS WITHIN THE TEN MILE RADIUS.
THIS DISCRETIONERY POWER LITEREALLY STOFS THE LICENSING AND FOTENTIAL
OFERATIONS OF A CRITICALLY NEEDED FOWER FLANT IM THE NEW EMGLAND AREA.
BILLIONS OF DOLLARS AMD A REGIONAL ECONOMY'S SECUTITY WHICH HAS
BEEN UNDER FLANNING FOR YEARS BECOME HOSTAGE TO OME FERSON. ON GREATER
LEVELS., THE NATIONAL FOWER SYSTEM COULL BE JEOFARDIZED IF OTHER
FLANTS RAN INTQ SIMILAR ROADBLOCKES. IT IS OBVIOUSLY OF THE UTMOST
IMPORTANCE THAT ALL FOWER FLANTS-ESFECIALLY NUCLEAR- ARE SAFE AND
ARE SCRUTINIZED BY THE FROFER REGULATORY FROCEDURES. AN UNSAFE
ONE SHOULD NEVER OPERATE. HOWEVER, A WELL FLANNED AND SAFE FLAMT,
AS AFFEARS TN BE THE CASE FOR SEABROOK, IS NOT ENTITLED TO
SUCH ARBITRARY TREATMENT. YOUR JUDGEMENT ON THIS SITUATION IS OF
NATIONAL SIGNIFIGANCE.

gppy°;ﬁULv YOURS .

~ -}219 C)LLJZLA—~.

GEORGE ¢ALLLEN

pp—
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May 22, 15887

Centlemen: - Re: Seabrook and Shoreham

Please don't leave it yp to the POLITICIANS to decide the merits of
nuclear power.

They don't seem to care about our Country's futurey they're just
interested in getting re-elected.

Somebody has to be in control. The experts ere on the Nuclear

Regulatory Commission. So, the experts should decide. Flease
have the courage to do so.

Veny sincerely,

alter Pauk (Professor emeritus, Cornmell)
233 valley Rd.,

Ithaca, NY 14850

ldie e Lo B e
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May 23, 1987

The U.3. Huclear Regulatory Comission
Washington, D.C. 20555
Attn. Docketing & Service Branch

Gentlemen:

il au in couwplete ugreewent witn your proposea change in the
regulation tnat perauits the Governors or some states ror
purely personal reasons to withhold approval of full scale
operation of new Nuclear Power Plants. Please continue to
mwove forward with the necessary changes to insure that we
have sufficient electric power for the future.

Sincerely,

A7

Robert B. Clark
39 Shetland Rd.
Marblenead, Ma. 01945
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The Honorable Lando W. Zech, Jr.
Chairman

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, N. W.

Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Chairman:

I can no longer resist writing to you concerning emergency
evacuation planning for nuclear power plants. I have fol-
lowed the Shoreham disaster for three years. This is a
plant which is safe to run and operating at a 57 license.
Capacity shortages do exist in New York and Shoreham is the
answer. Yet, Governor Cuomo has found it advantageous to
oppose its full operation for personal gain. His magic
weapon is the evacuation plan not safety.

In Massachusetts, the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Plant will never
reopen whether or not it corrects its problems to the satis-.
faction of the NRC. The people in opposition of the plant's
operation are and will continue to be in control of its

destiny unless you correct the situation. While I will agree
that safety should and must be first, I feel it is your re-
sponsibility to allow this plant to reopen when all corrections
have been made.

Seabrook Station is yet another example of a political foot-
ball. Governor Dukakis has learned well from the notoriety
that Governor Cuomo has achieved in opposing Shoreham and he
hopes to do the same while using Seabrook and Plymouth. You
cannot continue to be led by politicians. You must vote in
favor of our national goals.

Very truly yours,

el i

Robert W. Lavoie
73 Highland Avenue
North Dartmouth, Massachusetts 02747

Ali 5
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May 27, 1987

Mr. Bradford Johnson
28 Vesey Street
Brockton, MA 02401

The Honorable Lando W. Zech, Jr.
Chairman

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
1717 H Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Chairman:

I strongly urge you to favorably consider the proposed rule change
your commission currently has under review concerning the preparation
and approval of emergency evacuation plans required of nuclear power
plant owners. I believe that the owners should work in conjunction
with the various public safety agencies to jointly develop evacuation
plans giving due consideration to each agency's regulations. In add-
ition, I believe any governor of an affected State should be given the
opportunity to participate in developing the plan but not have the right
to hold a nuclear owner hostage by electing not to participate in emer-
gency evacuation planning due to personal or political interests.

Very truly yours,

/

) Z }
‘-.’,//taa"é."j' -/“’(3‘"[“"'

Acxrowtedged by Card. ., crwerrereveve
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Peter D. Marx
521 Pine Street
Manchester, NH 03104

Secretary
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch

Dear Commissioners:

[ urge your prompt vote to clarify the requirement for issuing a low
power license to nuclear plants, like Seabrook, in the event that officials
like Governor Dukakis refuse to cooperate and submit evacuation plans.

I can appreciate the political pressure that you are under but it is
time that a realistic approach is taken for the licensing of nuclear
plants. You must decide if the Country is to abandon nuclear power or
continue with its development. If the decision is to continue, then one
man should no longer be able to prevent the process from proceeding.

This area is in need of Seabrook's power and [ urge you to put an end
to the costly delays that we will have to pay for.

Life is 1ike a dog sled team in that if you're not the lead dog, the
view is all the same. The time has come for the NRC to be the lead dog and
remove its nose from Dukakis's rear end.

Sincerely,

\P* M
T

Peter D, Marx -

POM/mim:13

A w40 by GO, e
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The U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission A
Washington, D.C. 20555 Y
ATTN: Docketing & Service Branch

Dear Sirs:

In 1979, the U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) gave the states the
opportunity to submit emergency evacuation plans for the residents who live
within a 10-mile radius around Nuclear Power Plants, in the event of a
radioactive release. In the case of the Seabrook Nuclear Power 3Station, it
asked the leaders of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts to produce the "bes*
possible" evacuation plan given the existance of an already completed nuclear
plant. However, the leaders of Massachusetts have refused to participate in
the planning process. After 10 years of planning, hearings, and construction,
the political elements have now surfaced and determined that they speak for
all the people. Baloney!

I believe most New Englanders would agree that the Seabrook Nuclear Power
Station is a vital part of the total energy needs of our people. The recent
action of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to make it easier to get an
operating license where local governments refuse to cooperate with planning
for emergencies is long overdue. This action is justified in view of the foot
dragging tactics of the political elements of our local governments. I and my
neighbors fully support the action of the commission.

In the Seabrook Nuclear Power Station, New England will have a major
success to its credit. Lets not put it in jeopardy.

Respectfully, — ,/ \

Cuis Skt

Anthony L. DiPietro

sl ft] e p———
sancwiedged by b R ——r—
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May 17, 1987,
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The V.3, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, ekl -
Washington. DoCo 20555'
Attn! Docketing and Service Branch.

Gentlemen,

The delay and p®litical postering centering around the licensing of the
nuclear plants at Seabrook and Shoreham are disgraceful. They are based on hysteria
and ignorance.

If these environmentalists would only consider how many deaths and haw much
environmental damage has been caused by the massive exploitaticn of coal and oil
over the last few generations' Why doesn’t someone tally up the price paid in air
pollution, black lung, acid rain, mine accidents, etc,? Even the disaster of Chernobyl
would be reduced to insignificance in comparison' Let us learn from the mistakes
and use every care to make the plants as safe as possible, but let us not cower
before the demagogs of nuclear holocaust, We are much more likely to see nuclear
war if we fall hopelessly behind in the technology of the peaceful uses of nuclear
power, It is clean, It can be made safe. We would be stupid not to use these fine
power plants because of senseless fear.

I urge modification of youur regulations to permit prompt licensing of the two
plants, .
Yours very truly,
d &
2 / 1 4 N
Mancy Tanner, /l Dnd S | P

129 NLW, 20th Pl.,, PORTLAND, OR 97209

Acknowledged by card. e



DOCKET NUMBER ¥X-2U
PROPOSED RULE (52 FR 6980)

EMERGENCY PLANNING  Ra7)

Cong’tess Asset j’tanagement Company
TEN WINTHROP SQUARE
BOSTON, MA 02110

& -1 p3uy

TELEPHONE 617-542-7888

May 19, 1987
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatpry Commission
Washington, D.C. 20558

Balaal)

TTN: Docketing & Service Branch

With reference to Seabrook Licensing, we wish to express
ourselves infavor of granting an operating license, even though
we support enviromental causes in general. To keep Seabrook
(and Shoreham) from operating seems an intolerable economic
waste. It also appears to us to be political cowardice not to
inform the public that to wait for another 3-4 years, when the
need for power 1is going to be recognized, is only going to
increase the bill to the user.

We understand Seabrook to be safer than any other nuclear
plant now operating. Besides, it is an issue that the NRC has to
decide based on its superior knowledge. It should not be judged
in the political arena.

Sincerely,

Henry Walter ' .- / W Te <

{/ p ___I{_/’ J ~ ’ /

/¢ “7“k”’4//#&04/

4 f//7(//' /4 Y Mdy[/_
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May 14, 1987 °

Mr. 8. Chilk

Secretary of the Commission

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Mr. Chilk:

I am in favor of the NRC's proposed rule change which would allow plant
licensing without a state's participation in Emergency Planning.

I do not understand why state's like Massachusetts and New York which have
several nuclear power plants already in operation in their respective states and
have demonstrated the capability to provide emergency planning cannot provide
the same for Seabrook and Shoreham.

New England faces an energy shortage. We need the power now. Both plants
have been built to your exacting standards. Why the delay for political
reasons? ¢

Let's get the licensing practice back on the track and not allow politi=-
cians to misuse the NRCs rule on Emergency Planning.

RCY oW BCRAC Ty TID e
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580 Hiﬁiiép Drive
Stratford, Conn. 06497

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C, 20555

ATTN: Docketing & Service Branch

Gentlemen:

As a former electric utility employee with 38 years
of service, I realize the possible inconvenience suffered b{
customers, especially industrial, due to low voltage operations
as a result of insufficient generating capacity.

If the proposed modifications of NRC regulations would
help bring Seabrook I and Shoreham on the line, I am 100% in
favor of same. When discussing nuclear power with friends and
family it is very apparent that they are not familiar with the
details when they oppose this important contribution to the
economic climate of our country.

Another vote for modification -

Sincerely,
D - /
L Sl l Ve LI v .

>

Arthur S, Colborne
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The U.S. Nuclear Rerulatory Comrission
Washinzton, D. v. 20555

ATTENTICN: DCCKETING & SZRVICE B3ANCE
Oaar Gentlemen:

The Nuclear Resulatory Comrission was formed to
License andi oversee the “uildine of safe Nuclear
rlants. No Folitical Haek in any state should have
the Veto Power over thece properly comvleted plants.

I hove the members of the Nuclear Resulatory Com-
mission have the will and intestinal fortitude to
stard up for thelr oblizations quickly.

At least now voting for these politiclans will be
much easier next year,

Very truly yours,

& p; > e
P - -—
—~—m ™ e, /,’ . 7
/ - N v

John R. Eeckart

§8 Fuller Road
Trumbull, Ct., 08611

ce: Ellzabeth Mudze

chairman, 3sapd of Advisors
Cealition for Relianle Enerzy

sl T M —

- »
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215 Commonwealth Avenue
Boston, MA 02116

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Lemmission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Attention: Docketing and Service Branch
Dear Sirs:

[ am in favor of nuclear-generated power. I~ support the NRC and its
procedure to get Seabrook safely to full power when it is ready.
The deliberate stalling techniques of the anti-nuclear lobby has
cost the taxpayers and rate payers dearly. Its claims about threats
to public health and safety are grossly exaggerated. I believe the
"silent majority" (please excuse this well-worn cliche) support
nuc!e:r power but like myself have not spoken out often or Toudly
enough.

Nuclear power is not a state issue to be controlled and manipulated
by local governments. We see how easily Massachusetts has been
subverted on the emergency evacuation issue. It's sad for me to see
that our own Governor Dukakis is attempting to make political
capital by joining the scare mongers. As a local politician, he is
forced to give in to the noisy well-organized minority.

[ firmly believe that one is much safer living next to a nuclear
power station than downwind of a coal burner. Over the past
decades, far more radicactivity has been put in the air by burning
coal than have eminated from nuclear stations. Anti-nuclear
proponents prefer not to talk about the dangers of coal mining and
coal burning and of the far greater immediate risk of wood burning
stoves. If anything, the NRC has been too indulgent of the

ant i-nuclear obstructionists and to that extent are reprehensible.
Unecessary delay means unecessary costs. Please get Seabrook tested
and on-line as soon as practical.

Yours sincerely,

il

|
{

Donald E. Kissel
DEK/gp

ACKNOW8AZEd DY CAM. oo s o
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Mr. Samuel J. Chilk, Secretary JFF
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission JocCr
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Sir:

This letter is to express support for your proposed rule change(s)
regarding emergency planning requirements for nuclear power facilities.
States and localities should not have a de facto veto over a nuclear
plant's operation, particularly if the only action needed to exercise
this veto is no action. Unfortunately, a few politicians and acti-
vists are setting national policy on technical matters we have dele-
gated to others.

The untenable delays of Shoreham, Seabrook, and commercial nuclear
power in general should not be allowed to continue. Both Long Island
Lighting and New Hampshire Yankee have made good faith efforts techni-
cally and politically to work in concert with State and local officials
to develop emergency response plans. Were it not for opportunistic
special interest groups and politics, both these plants would now be
generating electricity. Additionally, the recent action by Ohio's
Governor to withdraw support for emergency plans may jeopardize several
operating plants in that State. It is odd that these plans were accept-
able to him before it became politically expedient to jump on the anti-
nuclear bandwagon.

The economic prosperity and stability of our Country cannot and
should not be endangered by a mindless minority. The alternatives are
far reaching, i.e., acid rain, a faltering smoke stack economy, reli-
ability on other countries, and a reversing of national energy policy.

I applaud any rulemaking action which would remove political con-
siderations from the licensing process. ‘Consistent with the ultimate
goal of public safety, please take whatever actions are necessary to
ensure the timely full power licensing of Shoreham and Seabrook. I
offer written and public testimony as I have been involved with nuclear

power at Maine Yankee, Fort Calhoun, Millstone III, Pilgrim, Fitzpatrick,

and Seabrook.

Very truly yours, ‘__,,r
Robert E,. Wartel I" P.E,

York Harbor, Maine

K29
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16 Hansom Road
Andover, MA 01810

The U,S. Nuclear Requlatory Commission
Attention: Docketing & Service Branch
Washington, D.C, 20555

To Whom i+ may concern:

| am confident that your wisdom carries you inte making modifications
to the requlations which will allow, finally, +the activation of nuclear
electric generaing facilities in the Northeast,

The severe regulatory constraints placed upon nuclear power mostly have
been due to constituent pressure about perceived risks not even understood
by the proponents., They have been perceived but unrealistic and promoted by
the media indirectly,

The real difficulty is the philosophical aspects of nuclear enerqy and
the reasonableness associated with adopting a policy of absolute safety.

| believe and have confidence that the Nuclear Requlatory Commission
will choose the right path which will lead to a sensible nuclear enerqy
policy allowing our nation to retain i+s enerqy independence.

Our country needs nuclear eneraqy now,

Sincerely,

( 2 : i!l g -
Ralph H, Jannin

dibmmutariond By AP e
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May 21, 1987

Attn: Docketing Branch
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Dear Sir:

Please, please remove the veto power of the States
over Nuclear Plant operations.

The Massachusetts and New York state governments
are systematically stopping or delaying operation of
nuclear plants. It is definitely wrong--for reasons
of which you are well aware. I can only imagine their
motives. It is and will be amounting to a significant
expense for my children and me.

Additionally, if the Congress attempts to legislate
state participation and veto power, please, in your
testimony, discourage any such action.

”

Resﬁfhtjuxly ,
/
K S Ereth,

R B ‘Cévanaugh
15 Grove Street /
Winchester, MA 0189w/

i

cc: Elizabeth Mudge

s RS
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THE US NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION JULH
Washington, D.C. 20555

Attention: Docketing Service Branch

Dear Sirs,

This letter is to inform you of my support for the NRCs proposed change to modify
regulations concerning NRC Authority on Nuclear Power Plant Licencing Issues. In

particular the NRCs ability to override State Veto of Emergency Evacuation Plans,
when the State(s) is non-cooperative.

Sincerely,

Slow Gutoe.

Mesnowledged by sand. o —"
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84 Oakmont Ave.
Selden, NY. 11784

5/20/87
Searetary ‘87 N =1 P4:48
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
yF
JOCH

Dear Mr. Secretary,

I /want the Shoram Nuclear Powerplant opened. If it is
necessary to change the emergency preparedness rules to
make this pgssible, then please get it done quickly. These
idiot public officials in Suffolk County are opposed to
its opening because of pressure from a bunch of people that
know nothing about nuclear power.,

I myself worked for the Con Edison Co. in and around
their nuclear plants, and-I am convinced that if handled
properly, (the same as any other form of power) it is as
safe or safer to liVQMLIOIO proximity to the plant.

I want this plant on line to serve the electric needs
of Long Islanders.It only makes sense to get it done as soon
as possible. Thank you,.

Sincerely,

Joseph Dengel

e Dingee
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May 21, 1987

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

ATTN: Docketing & Service Branch
Gentlemen:

I wish to express my support for the modifications to your
regulations to provide that plants should be licensed once
a reasonable emergency plan has been drawn up, even if
local authorities or governors of neighboring states will
not cooperate.

My confidence is in the judgment of the Commission rather
than politicians making noise solely to influence votes.

Very truly yours,

et

// ,
; ’#'!.—(.r" "t ".w-"/“:'t o

John A. Cataldc

Acknowledged by Aand. e
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May 21, 1987

US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555

Attn: Docketing & Service Branch
Re: Support for Proposed Rule Change No. 52FR6980
Gentlemen:

This letter is to express support for your proposed rule change(s)
regarding emergency planning requirements for nuclear power facilities.
States and localitfes should not have a de racto veto over a nuclear plant's
operation, particularly If the only action needed to exercise this veto is no
action.

The untenable delays of Shoreham and Seabrook should not be allowed to
continue. Both Long Island Lighting and New Hampshire Yankee have made -
good faith efforts to work in concert with State and local officials to
develop emergency response plans. Were it not for opportunistic
politicians, both these piants would now be operating. Additionally, the
recent action by Ohio's Governor to withdraw support for emergency plans
may jeopardize several operating plants in that State. It is odd that these
plans were acceptable to him before it became politically expedient to
Jump on the anti-nuclear bandwagon.

| applaud any rule making action which would remove political
considerations from the licensing process. Consistent with the ultimate
goal of public safety, please take whatever actions are necessary to
ensure the timely rull power licensing of Shoreham and Seabrook.

" —
wft. o -(I »-{{7{
Eric R Trump

ACKNOW AN IV ST, e
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The U, 8, Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D. C. 20555 g
ATTN: UDocketing & Service EZranch
iKay 20, 1987
Dear 3irs:

I'm a strong advocate of states rights, but, as fer as
the regulation of nuclear power is concerned, I think the MRC
is best qualified to handle it,

Gove Michael Dukakis claims he is against the start up
of Seabrook because of the hazards it would represent to the peo=-
ple of liass. + How would he know? He is only a part time Gov, .
He is too busy running around the country trying to get elected
president, :

To sumarize: I think it is in the best interests re=
gionally and netionally, for the NRC to have complete authority

in the licensing process of nuclear power plants,

Sincerely,
charles H, Vhite
e 2 20x 455, 8 Lenise Lane

South Yarmouth, lass, 02684

e

LYl Tl T T A ———
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E DEXTER DaAavis

HO.?ICULTUH!OT

May 21, 1987

US Nuclear Rogulatory Commission
Dockdting & Service Branch
Washington, pg 20555

Gentl “men,

I am very displeased that officials
of Massachusotts are delaying the
Oopening or Sn:brook by techincalitioa.
Please act 5, that the Z9Nerator will
commence Overation when required
Bafety 1, assured,

Thank You,

E. Dexter Davig

<8 Norfoik Street Hoiliston Massachusens 01746 617 429-2185
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day 19, 19e7 OFE

UL

U. S. Yuclear Regulatory Commission
Y=ehington, D. C.
ARES

Vs

Nocketing and Service Eranch

Fentlemen:

I am writing to express my support for
the proposed modification in vour regulati ms which
would eliminate the po=31bllitv o individual states
stopping the use of nuclear power after the Commiesion
h=s granted a license, iy reasons for t his position
are:

1., We are going to need the power, and
sooner than we think, particularly in I'ew Hampshire
where we :re experiencing substantial growth.

2. At the present time we are dependent
upon imported oil for almost fifty percent of our
requi rements., The recent difficulty in the Pereian
Gulf illustrates how tenuous thie supply is.

3. The Commission has bent over backwards
to ensure safe operaticn of the nuclear plants,
The objections to the operation of Seabrook and
Shoreham are coming from politicians tryimg to cull
favor with zhe lunatic fringe of protesters.

Yours very truly,

e &

John ! vastcoat
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